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ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: 
The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project, involving at least 

ÏÎÅ ÉÍÐÁÃÔ ÔÈÁÔ ÉÓ Á Ȱ0ÏÔÅÎÔÉÁÌÌÙ 3ÉÇÎÉÆÉÃÁÎÔ )ÍÐÁÃÔȟȱ ÁÓ ÉÎÄÉÃÁÔÅÄ ÂÙ ÔÈÅ ÃÈÅÃËÌÉÓÔ ÏÎ ÔÈÅ ÆÏÌÌÏ×ÉÎÇ ÐÁÇÅÓȢ 

 Aesthetics  
Agriculture and Forestry 

Resources 
 Air Quality 

 Biological Resources  Cultural Resources  
Geology / Soils 

 

 Greenhouse Gas Emissions  Hazards & Hazardous Materials  Hydrology / Water Quality 

 Land Use / Planning  Mineral Resources  
Noise 

 

 Population / Housing  Public Services  
Recreation 

 

 Transportation / Traffic   Utilities / Service Systems  
Mandatory Findings of 

Significance 

 Wildfire   Energy  Tribal Cultural Resources 

 

Project Title: 
Expanded Title: 

Buena Vista Landfill Project 2020 
Buena Vista Landfill Phase 1 Final Cover Re-

Construction, and Class II Surface Impoundment 

Expansion & Liner Replacement 

Project Location: 6500 Buena Vista Road, Ione (Amador County, CA) 

APN(s): 012-040-042, 012-040-043, 012-040-044  

0ÒÏÊÅÃÔ 3ÐÏÎÓÏÒȭÓ .ÁÍÅ ÁÎÄ !ÄÄÒÅÓÓȡ County of Amador, Waste Management Department  

810 Court St. Jackson, CA 95642 

Current General Plan Designation(s):  Ȱ-2:ȟȱ -ÉÎÅÒÁÌ 2ÅÓource Zone (APN: 012-040-042) and  

Ȱ8ȟȱ 3ÐÅÃÉÁÌ 5ÓÅ $ÉÓÔÒÉÃÔ ɉ!0.Óȡ πρς-040-043, -044) 

Current Zoning(s): PS- Public Service 

Lead Agency Name and Address: Amador County Planning Department 

810 Court Street, Jackson, Ca 95642 

Contact Person/Phone Number: Krista Ruesel, Planner 

209-233-6380    

Date Prepared: May, 2020 

Other public agencies whose approval is 

required (e.g., permits, financing approval, 

or participation agreement.) 

RWQCB 
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EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS PER CEQA: 
 

1)  A brief explanation is required for all answers except "No Impact" answers that are adequately supported by 

the infor mation sources a lead agency cites in the parentheses following each question. A "No Impact" answer is 

adequately supported if the referenced infor mation sources show that the impact simply does not apply to projects 

like the one involved (e.g., the project falls outside a fault rupture zone). A "No Impact" answer should be explained 

where it is based on project-specific factors as well  as general standards (e.g., the project will  not expose sensitive 

receptors to pollutants, based on a project-specific screening analysis). 

2)   All answers must take account of the whole action involved, including off-site as well  as on-site, cumulative as 

well  as project level, indirect  as well  as direct, and construction as well  as operational impacts. 

3)  Once the lead agency has determined that a particular physical impact may occur, then the checklist answers 

must indicate whether the impact is potentially significant, less than significant with  miti gation, or less than 

significant. "Potentially Significant Impact" is appropriate  if there is substantial evidence that an effect may be 

significant. If there are one or more "Potentially Significant Impact" entries when the determination is made, an EIR is 

required. 

4)  "Negative Declaration: Less Than Significant With Miti gation Incorporated" applies where the incorporation of 

miti gation measures has reduced an effect from "Potentially Significant Impact" to a "Less Than Significant Impact." 

The lead agency must describe the miti gation measures, and briefly explain how they reduce the effect to a less than 

significant level (miti gation measures from "Earlier Analyses," as descri bed in (5)  below, may be cross-referenced). 

5)  Earlier analyses may be used where, pursuant to the tieri ng, program EIR, or other CEQA process, an effect has 

been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or negative declaration. Section 15063(c) (3) (D). In this case, a brief 

discussion should identify the following: 

 a)   Earlier Analysis Used. Identify and state where they are available for review. 

 b)   Impacts Adequately Addressed. Identi fy which effects from the above checklist were within  the scope of 

and adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and state whether such effects 

were addressed by miti gation measures based on the earlier analysis. 

 c)   Mitigation Measures. For effects that are "Less than Significant with  Miti gation Measures Incorporated," 

descri be the miti gation measures which were incorporated or refined from the earlier document and the extent to 

which they address site-specific conditi ons for the project. 

6)    Lead agencies are encouraged to incorporate into the checklist references to information sources for potential 

impacts (e.g., general plans, zoning ordinances). Reference to a previously prepared or outside document should, 

where appropriate, include a reference to the page or pages where the statement is substantiated. 

7)    Supporti ng Information Sources: A source list should be attached, and other sources used or individuals 

contacted should be cited in the discussion. 

8)   This is only a suggested form, and lead agencies are free to use different  formats; however, lead agencies 

should normally address the questions from this checklist that are relevant to a project's environmental effects in 

whatever format is selected. 

9)    The explanation of each issue should identify: 

 a) The significance criteria  or threshold, if any, used to evaluate each question; and 

 b) The miti gation measure identi fied, if any, to reduce the impact to less than significance. 
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EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS PER NEPA: 
 
Additionally, pursuant to §1970.102 Of the National Environmental Policy Act Guidelines, Preparations of EAs must 

include the following topics: 

 

1. Purpose and Need for proposed action; 

2. Affected environment, including baseline conditions that may be impacted by the proposed action and 

alternatives; Environmental impacts of the proposed action including the NO Action alternative, and, if a 

specific project element is likely to adversely affect a resource, at least one alternative to that project element; 

3. Any applicable Environmental Laws and Executive Orders; 

4. Any required coordination  undertaken with any federal, State, or local agencies or Indian Tribes regarding 

compliance with applicable laws and Executive Orders; 

5. Mitigation  measures considered, including those measures that must be adopted to ensure the action will 

not have significant impacts; any documents incorporated by reference, if appropriate, including information 

provided by the applicant for the proposed action; and listing of persons and agencies consulted. 

 

According to CEQ Guidance, the 40 Most Asked Questions Concerning CEs NEPA Regulations (CEQ, 30 Questions-46 

FR 18026, March 23, 1981), The EA is intended to contain a brief discussion of the need for the proposal, alternatives 

to the proposal, the environmental impacts of the proposed action, and a list of persons or agencies consulted to 

determine the need for a preparation of a FONSI or an EIS. 

 

1. Purpose and Need  

 

4ÈÉÓ ÒÅÑÕÉÒÅÍÅÎÔ ÁÄÄÒÅÓÓÅÓ ÔÈÅ ÕÎÄÅÒÌÙÉÎÇ ÐÕÒÐÏÓÅ ÏÆ ÁÎÄ ÎÅÅÄ ÆÏÒ ÔÈÅ ÁÐÐÌÉÃÁÎÔȭÓ ÐÒÏÐÏÓÁÌ ÁÎÄ ÆÏÒ ×ÈÉÃÈ !ÇÅÎcy 

financial assistance is being requested; including: 

 

i. 0ÒÏÇÒÁÍ ÏÂÊÅÃÔÉÖÅÓ ÁÎÄ ÁÐÐÌÉÃÁÎÔȭÓ ÐÕÒÐÏÓÅȾÎÅÅÄ ÆÏÒ ÆÉÎÁÎÃÉÁÌ ÁÓÓÉÓÔÁÎÃÅ, as well as a establishing a 

baseline range of reasonable alternatives. 

ii. Reasonable alternative may include: design alternatives, siting and location alternatives, alternative water 

sources or locations of point discharges/receiving waters of treated wastewater, system capacities, project 

timing, etc., ,or alternative corridors or routes for utility infrastructure proposals. 

iii.  No action alternative, consistent 2ith 7CFR §§1970.13 A and 1970.102a3 as minimum. Meaning that the 

proposed activity would not take place, and the resulting environmental effects from no action would be 

compared with the effects of permitting the proposed activity or alternative activity to go forward. ɀ 

establishes environmental baseline.  

Â Outline initial alternatives (introduced early in proposal process) 

Â Document alternatives but dismissed (including rationale for elimination) 

Â Reasonable alternatives, with a description of why they were not chosen 

 

!ÄÄÉÔÉÏÎÁÌÌÙȟ ÔÈÉÓ ÓÅÃÔÉÏÎ ÄÅÓÃÒÉÂÅÓ ÔÈÅ ÌÅÁÄ ÁÇÅÎÃÙȭÓ ÁÕÔÈÏÒÉÔÙ ÁÎÄ ÐÒÏÇÒÁÍ ÏÂÊÅÃÔÉÖÅÓ ÒÅÌÁÔÉÎÇ ÔÏ ÔÈÅ ÐÒÏÐÏÓÁÌ ÕÎÄÅÒ 

consideration, as well as identify specific program authority under which applicant seeks federal financial assistance 

included with a complete and detailed project description and purpose and need for proposal. Consistent with NEPA 

requirements, each project must include the following statement: 

 

 Ȱ53$!ȟ 2ÕÒÁÌ $ÅÖÅÌÏÐÍÅÎÔ ÉÓ Á ÍÉÓÓÉÏÎ ÁÒÅ ÔÈÁÔ ÉÎÃÌÕdes three federal agencies- Rural Business-Cooperative Service, 

Rural Housing Service, and Rural Utilities Service. The agencies have in excess of 50 programs that provide financial 

assistance and a variety of technical and educational assistance to eligible rural and tribal populations, eligible 

communities, individuals, cooperatives, and other entities with a goal of improving the quality of life, sustainability, 

infrastructure, economic opportunity, development, and security in rural America. Financial assistance can include 

ÄÉÒÅÃÔ ÌÏÁÎÓȟ ÇÕÁÒÁÎÔÅÅÄ ÌÏÁÎÓȟ ÁÎÄ ÇÒÁÎÔÓ ÉÎ ÏÒÄÅÒ ÔÏ ÁÃÃÏÍÐÌÉÓÈ ÐÒÏÇÒÁÍ ÏÂÊÅÃÔÉÖÅÓȢȱ 
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2. Affected Environment  

 

Addresses the geographical and environmental setting as well as current condition of resources being evaluated, 

including listed threatened or endangered species, historic properties, archeological resources, sole source aquifers, 

or waters, etc. with documentation, tables, maps, and other relevant sources.  

 

3- 4.  Environmental Laws, Executive Orders, Agency Coordination, and Other References 

 

Throughout any Environmental Assessment, consultation, coordination, and correspondence shall be included from 

various sources, potentially including but not limited to official correspondence, professional consultation, outside 

references and sources, list(s) of preparers, existing land use designations, existing policy regulations, local, regional, 

and state planning agencies or commissions, formally classified lands, tribes, and historical accounts.  

 

5. Environmental Consequences and Miti gation  

 

4ÈÉÓ ÅÌÅÍÅÎÔ ÁÄÄÒÅÓÓÅÓ ÐÏÔÅÎÔÉÁÌ ÉÍÐÁÃÔÓ ÔÏ ÒÅÓÏÕÒÃÅÓȟ ÁÓ ×ÅÌÌ ÁÓ ÁÎ ÅÖÁÌÕÁÔÉÏÎ ÏÆ ÔÈÅ %!ȭÓ ÍÅÔÈÏÄÏÌÏÇÙȢ %ÁÃÈ 

potential consequence of the project must be individually evaluated with a general conclusion with applicable findings 

and general statement of significance. If necessary, mitigation may be required which includes an evaluation of 

context, duration, and intensity of the impacts. Direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts shall be evaluated including 

beneficial impacts or statements regarding the availability (or lack of) data utilized with the formation of any 

conclusion. Cumulative Effects Assessments may, depending on the individual project, be required and include 

scoping, affected environment description, and statement of determination of environmental consequences. 

Mitigation measures generated through these processes may address environmental consequences and impacts 

through the avoidance, minimization, rectification, reduction or elimination of impacts, or other various forms of 

mitigatio n.  
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PROJECT DESCRIPTION 
 

Purpose and Need: 

Amador County is responsible for post-closure maintenance of the closed Buena Vista Landfill. This project includes 

the reconstruction of the final cover on Waste Management Unit 1 (WMU-1), also referred to as the Phase 1 Unit, and 

expansion of the Class II surface impoundment to provide capacity required by the Regional Water Quality Control 

Board (RWQCB), and replacement of the existing liner in the surface impoundment. The project will be conducted in 

two phases and is supported by Attachment A, the Buena Vista Landfill Phase I Waste Management Unit Cover 

Investigation Report, 6500 Buena Vista Road, Ione, Amador County, California (October 16, 2019, NV5). 

Phase 1: Final Cover Re-Construction  (Areas A and B) 

Amador County proposes a reconstruction of the final 

cover on Waste Management Unit 1 (WMU-1) of the exiting 

Buena Vista Landfill in order to meet the prescriptive 

standards in CA Title 27.  These measures will include a 

removal of approximately three and a half (3.5) to four 

(4.0) feet of the existing final cover and a temporary 

stockpile of soil, to be used for later phases of this project. 

Reconstruction of a final cover, following prescriptive 

standards of CA Title 27, will take place in three phases 

including 1) the construction of a (minimum) two-foot 

(2ft.) thick foundation layer, 2) a (minimum) one-foot (1ft.) 

thick low-permeability soil layer, and 3) a new (minimum) 

one-foot (1ft.) thick vegetative layer, likely including soil 

amendments to reduce soil susceptibility to desiccation 

cracking. Following the construction of those three layers, 

the reconstructed final cover will be hydro-seeded and 

erosion control will be installed. The existing final cover 

will consist of the removed and stockpiled soil from the 

original layer which will be supplemented with additional soil as deemed necessary to complete this project.  

Phase 2: Surface Impoundment Expansion and Liner Replacement  (Areas A and C) 

Additionally, Amador County will increase the capacity of the existing surface impoundment with the construction of a 

two and a half (2.5) foot (2.5ft.) soil berm around the existing perimeter of the impoundment, thus raising the sides of 

the impoundment (i.e., increasing the depth of the impoundment). Phase 2 also addresses potential degraded 

condition of the existing liner (installed in 1992) by proposing installation of a new liner over the existing liner, 

extending up the interior sides of the new two-foot (2ft.) soil berm. As part of Phase 2, the existing fence around the 

impoundment, existing leachate spray evaporation line, and other ancillary equipment and/or facilities will be 

temporary removed then replaced. Following the installation of the new liner, an electrical leak location survey will  be 

implemented.  

NO Action Alternative - Baseline Alternative  

! ȰÎÏ-ÁÃÔÉÏÎ ÁÌÔÅÒÎÁÔÉÖÅȱ ÉÓ ÎÏÔ Á ÖÉÁÂÌÅ ÏÐÔÉÏÎ ÆÏr this project, as the project is necessitated to addresses current 

environmental impacts which would be potentially significant if no action is taken. The report generated by NV5 

ÓÔÁÔÅÓȟ ȰÔÈÅ ÄÅÖÅÌÏÐÍÅÎÔ ÏÆ ÖÅÒÔÉÃÁÌ desiccation cracks that completely penetrate through the cover soil [of WMU-1] 

have compromised the ability of the final cover system to act as an effective seal for the purpose of minimizing 

infiltr ation of winter storm rain water from entering the underlying waste materials. Therefore, it will be necessary to 

repair the deep desiccation cracks in order to reestablish the integrity of the ÆÉÎÁÌ ÃÏÖÅÒ ÓÙÓÔÅÍȢȱ Prescriptive 

AREA A 

(35.78 acres) 

AREA B 

(18.44 acres) 

AREA C 

(40.05 acres) 
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measures proposed through this project address environmental impacts regarding water quality, soils and geology, 

and hazardous materials release, which would be potentially significant if there were no project or proposed 

alternative project implemented. As recommended by NV5, short term remediation consisted of ripping [the final 

cover system] in order to reestablish the integrity of the final cover system (ripping to remove the desiccation cracks, 

moisture conditioning, and recompacting) which was completed in 2019-2020. The report produced by NV5 discusses 

long-term repairs in addition to the short-term remediation measures, which would be implemented through this 

proposed project. Failure to perform long-term remediation (a reduced action alternative) would likely result in 

eventual need for additional remediation or otherwise introduce potentially significant negative environmental 

impacts to water quality, soils and geology, and hazardous material release. 

Project Location  

This project site is located off of the major collector of Buena Vista Road (county-maintained) at 6500 Buena Vista Rd., 

Ione, CA 95640 approximately 2.5 miles southeast of the City of Ione. The property is entirely in the unincorporated 

County and located approximately 2,500 ft. northeast of the intersection of Jackson Valley Rd. and Buena Vista Rd., a 

central hub for the unincorporated community of Buena Vista.  

Site Characteristics  

The project site extends onto three parcels. The northernmost parcel, identified by APN: 012-040-041 is 35.78 acres. 

For the purpÏÓÅÓ ÏÆ ÔÈÉÓ ÐÒÏÊÅÃÔȟ ÔÈÉÓ ×ÉÌÌ ÂÅ ÒÅÆÅÒÒÅÄ ÔÏ ÁÓ Ȱ!ÒÅÁ !Ȣȱ 4ÈÅ ÐÁÒÃÅÌ ÄÉÒÅÃÔÌÙ ÓÏÕÔÈ ÏÆ !ÒÅÁ !, identified by 

APN: 012-040-πτς ÉÓ ρψȢττ ÁÃÒÅÓ ÁÎÄ ×ÉÌÌ ÂÅ ÒÅÆÅÒÒÅÄ ÔÏ ÁÓ Ȱ!ÒÅÁ "Ȣȱ 4ÈÅ ÓÏÕÔÈÅÒÎÍÏÓÔ ÐÁÒÃÅÌ identified by APN: 012-

040-043 is 40.05 acres and wiÌÌ ÂÅ ÒÅÆÅÒÒÅÄ ÔÏ ÁÓ Ȱ!ÒÅÁ #Ȣȱ   

Area A will serve as a storage space for the topsoil (cap) of WMU-1 for Phase 1 of the project. Waste Management Unit 

(WMU) 1 is located in Area B, and WMUs 2 and 3 are located in Area C. Soil will be removed from Area A to replace the 

cap on Unit 1 consisting of the soil originally removed from the initial (failing) cap of Unit 1 and supplemental fill from 

Area A. Phase 2 will increase the capacity of the leachate reservoir/impoundment as described above and replace the 

liner of the leachate reservoir/impoundment located in the eastern section of Area C, with supplemental soil taken 

from Area A for the impoundment expansion. 

Land Use  

The land use will not change as a result of this project. The current land use for this project is a landfill consisting of 

three closed cells, Waste Management Units 1, 2, and 3 (with Units 2 and 3 combined). The landfill is no longer 

actively accepting new waste and is closed.  There is an active transfer station which will continue to operate 

throughout this project.  

Surrounding Land Uses  

Uses of the surrounding properties vary, and include surface mines, industrial and manufacturing uses, agricultural 

uses, and very low density residences uses. The proposed project is not likely to impact the surrounding land uses, as 

project will not change the current property use. 

Access and Transport  

Most proposed transport of materials for this project will take place on the three parcels, and not require additional 

travel to or from the project site. Soil for Phase 1 and 2 will be drawn from Area A, though additional soil may be 

necessary to supplement. All traffic will travel to and from the site through the existing encroachment which is 

already approved for the current level of service.  

Purpose of the Initial Study  

Amador County (County) is processing an application for the Buena Vista Landfill Phase 1 Final Cover Re-

Construction, and Phase 2 Surface Impoundment Expansion & Liner Replacement (project; proposed project),  
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Lead Agency 

The lead agency is the public agency that has the principal responsibility for carrying out or approving a project that 

may have a significant effect upon the environment. In accordance with California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) 

'ÕÉÄÅÌÉÎÅÓ 3ÅÃÔÉÏÎ ρυπυρɉÂɊɉρɊȟ ȰÔÈÅ lead agency will normally be the agency with general governmental powers, 

ÓÕÃÈ ÁÓ Á ÃÉÔÙ ÏÒ ÃÏÕÎÔÙȟ ÒÁÔÈÅÒ ÔÈÁÎ ÁÎ ÁÇÅÎÃÙ ×ÉÔÈ Á ÓÉÎÇÌÅ ÏÒ ÌÉÍÉÔÅÄ ÐÕÒÐÏÓÅȢȱ !ÍÁÄÏÒ #ÏÕÎÔÙ ÉÓ ÔÈÅ ÌÅÁÄ ÁÇÅÎÃÙ ÆÏÒ 

the proposed Buena Vista Landfill Phase 1 Final Cover Re-Construction, and Phase 2 Surface Impoundment Expansion 

& Liner Replacement Project. 

PROBABLE ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS AND SCOPE of Mitigated FONSI/MND/MMRP  

The Environmental Assessment (EA) and Initial Study (IS) will analyze a broad range of potential environmental 

impacts associated with the proposed project. Information will be drawn from the Amador County General Plan, 

technical information provided by the applicant to date, and any other reputable information pertinent to the project 

area. This information includes existing Environmental Laws and Executive Orders, Coordination with other agencies 

and authorities. In the case that no immitigable, significant impacts are identified through the EA/IS, a Mitigated 

Finding of No Significant Impact (Mitigated FONSI) and Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) will be filed pursuant 

to CEQA and NEPA requirements. Mitigation measures proposed serve to aid in the avoidance, minimization, 

rectification, reduction or elimination of impacts. 

In the case that through the Environmental Assessment/Initial Study, it is determined that there will be significant, 

immitigable impacts, an Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) and Environmental Impact Report (EIR) may be 

required prior to project approval. Consistent with CEQA, NEPA, and the requirements of Amador County, each 

environmental chapter will include an introduction, technical approach, environmental setting, regulatory setting, 

standards of significance, identification of environmental impacts, the development of mitigation measures and 

monitoring strategies, cumulative impacts and mitigation measures, and level of significance after mitigation 

measures.  
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Figure A: Context Map 
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Figure B: Site Map- Aerial Context 
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Figure C: Site Map- Aerial 
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Figure D: Site Map- Aerial Class II Surface Impoundment 
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Figure E: Project Site Overview 
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Figure F: Zoning Designation 
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Figure G: General Plan Designation 
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Chapter 1. AESTHETICS 

 Would the Project: 

Potentially 

Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 

Significant Impact 

with Mitigation  

Incorporated 

Less Than 

Significant 

Impact 

No 

Impact 

a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic 

vista? 
    

b) Substantially damage scenic resources, 

including, but not limited to, trees, rock 

outcroppings, and historic buildings within a 

state scenic highway? 

    

c) In nonurbanized areas, substantially degrade the 

existing visual character or quality of public 

views of the site and its surroundings? (Public 

views are those that are experienced from 

publicly accessible vantage point). Would the 

project conflict with applicable zoning and other 

regulations governing scenic quality? 

    

d) Create a new source of substantial light or glare 

which would adversely affect day or nighttime 

views in the area? 

    

 Discussion/Conclusion/Mitigation:  

A. Scenic Vistas: For the purposes of determining significance under CEQA, a scenic vista is defined as a viewpoint 

that provides expansive views of a highly valued landscape for the benefit of the general public.  A substantial 

adverse impact to a scenic vista would be one that degrades the view from such a designated location.  No 

governmentally designated scenic vista has been identified within the project area.  In addition, no specific scenic 

view spot has been identified in the project area. Therefore, there is no impact.  

 

B. Scenic Highways: The nearest scenic highway is Highway 88 east of the Dew Drop Ranger Station to the Alpine 

County Line as designated by Caltrans and the Amador County General Plan. The project is not located within the 

sectiÏÎ ÏÆ (ÉÇÈ×ÁÙ ψψ ÄÅÓÉÇÎÁÔÅÄ ÁÓ Á ÓÃÅÎÉÃ ÈÉÇÈ×ÁÙ ÏÒ ÁÆÆÅÃÔÅÄ ÂÙ ÔÈÅ #ÏÕÎÔÙȭÓ ÓÃÅÎÉÃ ÈÉÇÈ×ÁÙ ÏÖÅÒÌÁÙ ÄÉÓÔÒÉÃÔȢ 

There is no impact . 

 

C. There are no officially designated scenic vistas in the project area, and it is unlikely that short-range views would 

be significantly affected by this project.  This project is not foreseen to cause any significant change in the 

aesthetic quality of the property. Any construction-phase aesthetic changes of the property consisting of 

additional construction equipment, removal of materials, establishment of equipment or material holding areas, 

and other physical changes of the landscape relating to the temporary construction activities will also be 

nonpermanent. The replacement of the existing cap with a new cap would not significantly affect views or 

landscape characters of the project. The existing vegetation on the existing cap will be replaced as part of this 

project. Due to existing topography of the land, the additional height added to the existing impoundment in Area C 

would not introduce substantial changes in view from the nearby roadways or property lines. There is a less than 

significant  impact .   

 

D. Any additional lighting proposed with this project would be temporary. Potential additional temporary lighting 

could consist of construction lighting, hazard lighting, security lighting, or directional/traffic lighting. These light 
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sources would be only during the construction phase of this project and removed afterwards. Mitigation 

Measure AES-1 and AES-2 addresses temporary construction lighting associated with this project, and proposes 

Best-Management-Practices (BMPs) to limit glare and prevent hazardous lighting. The impacts are less than 

significant with mitigation incorporated.  

Mitigation Measure:  

AES-1 Any installed lighting accompanying the proposed use and development must comply with General Plan 

Mitigation Measure 4.1-4: 

 

Ȱ4Ï ÒÅÄÕÃÅ ÉÍÐÁÃÔÓ ÁÓÓÏÃÉÁÔÅÄ ×ÉÔÈ ÌÉÇÈÔ ÁÎÄ ÇÌÁÒÅȟ ÔÈÅ #ÏÕÎÔÙ ×ÉÌÌ ÒÅÑÕÉÒÅ ÔÈÁÔ ÎÅ× ÐÒÏÊÅÃÔÓ ÂÅ ÃÏÎÄÉÔÉÏÎÅÄ 

to incorporate measures to reduce light and reflectance to the maximum extent practicable. Conditions may 

include, but are not limited to, the following:  

 

Ɇ Exterior building materials on nonresidential structures shall be composed of a minimum 50% low 

reflectance, non-polished finishes.  

Ɇ Bare metallic surfaces (e.g., pipes, vents, light fixtures) shall be painted or etched to minimize reflectance.  

Ɇ Require public lighting in commercial, industrial, and residential areas to be of a type(s) that are shielded 

and downward directed, utilizing light sources that are the best available technology for eliminating light 

bleed and reflectance into surrounding areas to the maximum extent possible.  

Ɇ Prohibit light fixtures that are of unusually high intensity or brightness or that blink or flash.  

Ɇ Use automaÔÉÃ ÓÈÕÔÏÆÆÓ ÏÒ ÍÏÔÉÏÎ ÓÅÎÓÏÒÓ ÆÏÒ ÌÉÇÈÔÉÎÇ ÆÅÁÔÕÒÅÓ ÔÏ ÆÕÒÔÈÅÒ ÒÅÄÕÃÅ ÅØÃÅÓÓ ÎÉÇÈÔÔÉÍÅ ÌÉÇÈÔȢ Ȱ 

 

AES-2  Any security lighting for the ground facilities shall be shielded and directed in such a manner so as not to 

direct light onto neighboring properties/b uildings/roadways.  In an effort to minimize light pollution, all non-

emergency lighting must be turned off by 11:00 p.m. 

Source : Amador County Planning Department, Amador County General Plan and Final Environmental Impact Report 

(FEIR).  
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Chapter 2. AGRICULTURE AND FOREST RESOURCES  

 In determining whether impacts to agricultural resources are 

significant environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to the 

California Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site Assessment Model 

(1997) prepared by the California Dept. of Conservation as an 

optional model to use in assessing impacts on agriculture and 

farmland.  In determining whether impacts to forest resources, 

including timberland, are significant environmental effects, lead 

agencies may refer to information compiled by the CA Dept. of 

&ÏÒÅÓÔÒÙ ÁÎÄ &ÉÒÅ 0ÒÏÔÅÃÔÉÏÎ ÒÅÇÁÒÄÉÎÇ ÔÈÅ ÓÔÁÔÅȭÓ ÉÎÖÅÎÔÏÒÙ ÏÆ 

forest land, including the Forest and Range Assessment Project and 

the Forest Legacy Assessment project; and forest carbon 

measurement methodology provided in Forest Protocols adopted 

by the California Air Resources Board.  ɀ Would the project: 

Potentially 

Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 

Significant 

Impact with 

Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 

Significant 

Impact 

No 

Impact 

a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of 

Statewide Importance (Farmland), as shown on the maps 

prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring 

Program of the CA Resources Agency, to non-agricultural use? 

    

b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a 

Williamson Act contract? 
    

c) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest 

land (as defined in PRC §12220(g)), timberland (as defined in 

PRC §4526), or timberland zoned Timberland Production (as 

defined by Government Code § 51104(g))? 

    

d) Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to 

non-forest use? 
    

e) Involve other changes in the existing environment which, due 

to their location or nature, could result in conversion of 

Farmland, to non-agricultural  use or conversion of forest land 

to non-forest use? 

    

 

Discussion/Conclusion/Mitigation: 

A-E There is no significant impact to farmland or forest land through this project. According to the California 

USDA Important Farmland Map (2016) (See Figure 2a), all affected areas of this project are classified as Urban and 

Built -up Land and/or grazing land. There is no important farmland in immediate vicinity of this project or which 

would be significantly impacted by this project.  There is no impact . 



    BUENA VISTA LANDFILL PROJECT 2020 DRAFT 9.04.2020 

 

           20 | P ag e  

 

NEPA ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT and CEQA INITIAL STUDY  

Figure 2a: CA USDA Important Farmland Map (2016) 

 

Source:  California Important Farmland: 1984-2016 Map, California Department of Conservation; Amador County 

General Plan; Amador County Planning Department; CA Public Resources Code.     
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Chapter 3. AIR QUALITY 

Where available, the significance criteria established by 

the applicable air quality management or air pollution 

control district may be relied upon to make the following 

determinations.  Would the Project: 

Potentially 

Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 

Significant 

Impact with 

Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 

Significant 

Impact 

No 

Impact 

a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the 

applicable air quality plan? 
    

b) Violate any air quality standard, result in substantial 

increase of any criteria pollutant, or substantially 

contribute to an existing or projected air quality 

violation under an applicable local, federal, or state 

ambient air quality standard (including releasing 

emissions which exceed quantitative thresholds for 

ozone precursors)? 

    

c) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant 

concentrations? 
    

d) Result in other emissions (example: Odors) 

adversely affecting a substantial number of people? 
    

Discussion/Conclusion/Mitigati on: 

A. The project site is within the jurisdiction of the Amador Air District. Any construction or emissions would not be 

in in excess of exisÔÉÎÇ ÓÔÁÎÄÁÒÄÓ ÅÓÔÁÂÌÉÓÈÅÄ ÔÈÒÏÕÇÈ ÔÈÅ #ÏÕÎÔÙȭÓ ÁÉÒ ÑÕÁÌÉÔÙ ÇÕÉÄÅÌÉÎes, consistent with 

Mitigation Measure AIR -1, which references the Amador County General Plan Mitigation Measure 4.3: Air 

Quality Standards, and applicable state-established standards. Amador Air District is responsible for attaining and 

maintaining compliance with the NAAQS and CAAQS in the Mountain Counties Air Basin (MCAB) through the 

regulation of pollution emissions from stationary and industrial sources. The emissions due to the increased 

construction traffic would  not cause substantial increase over current traffic. The increases would also be 

ÔÅÍÐÏÒÁÒÙ ÉÎ ÎÁÔÕÒÅ ÁÓ ÏÎÃÅ ÔÈÅ ×ÏÒË ÉÓ ÃÏÍÐÌÅÔÅÄ ÅÍÉÓÓÉÏÎÓ ×ÏÕÌÄ ÒÅÔÕÒÎ ÔÏ ÔÈÅ ÌÅÖÅÌÓ ÐÒÉÏÒ ÔÏ ÔÈÅ ÐÒÏÊÅÃÔȭÓ 

implementation. Regarding emissions, there is a no impact to implementation of any applicable air quality plans.  

 

B. The proposed project would not generate an increase in operational or long-term emissions. The existing 

development climate of the area is a combination of industrial, agricultural, and residential uses. The current use 

of the property is for an existing landfill and solid waste transfer station, which will not change through this 

proposed project.  The project will not introduce any high-intensity uses or uses beyond what is allowed by the 

Public Services use of the parcel. This project would not violate any air quality standards and or contribute to the 

net increase of PM10 or ozone in the region, as any additional emissions would comply under the regulations of 

the Amador Air District and California Air Resources Board (CARB). Mitigation Measure AIR -1 consists of 

implementation of BMPs during construction and is consistent with the General Plan. There is a less than 

significant impact  with mitigation incorporated relative to air quality standards. 

 

C. Sensitive receptors are uses that have an increased sensitivity to air pollution or environmental contaminants. 

Sensitive receptor locations include schools, parks and playgrounds, day care centers, nursing homes, hospitals, 

and residential dwelling units.  The nearest incorporated city is Ione, located approximately two-and a half (2.5) 

miles to the north . The project is approximately 2,000 ft. from the intersection of Buena Vista Rd. and Jackson 

Valley Rd., a central element of the unincorporated community of Buena Vista. The area is characterized by 

scattered residences with occasional manufacturing/industrial uses.  Though there are sensitive receptors a short 
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distance from the project site, the project itself does not introduce any significant increases of air pollution or 

environmental contaminants which would affect the surrounding populations. Buena Vista Road and Jackson 

Valley Road are classified as Major Collectors (with portions of Jackson Valley Rd. classified as a minor collector, 

as well) therefore the increased construction traffic would have negligible impacts as far as the increase of 

emissions from associated transportation along those roads. For these reasons, there would be no significant 

increase the exposure of sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations with the implementation of 

Mitigation Measure AIR -1. Additional Mitigations regarding Air Quality and GHG Emissions are included in 

Mitigation Measures GHG-1 and GHG-2 in Chapter 8 of this Initial Study. There is a less than significant  

impact  with mitigations incorporated . 

 

D. The proposed project consists of a slight expansion of uses on a property already utilized for Public Service uses 

(landfill and transfer station).  This would not generate any significantly objectionable odors beyond that which is 

permitted  under the existing uses and this project would not introduce an increase of objectionable odors 

discernable at property boundaries. The current use of the transfer station at the property already includes 

release and production of odors, and therefore this additional project results in a less than significant  impact . 

Mitigation Measures:  

AIR-1 !ÉÒ $ÉÓÔÒÉÃÔȭÓ 2ÕÌÅÓ ÁÎÄ 2ÅÇÕÌÁÔÉÏÎÓ ×ÉÌÌ ÂÅ ÏÂÓÅÒÖÅÄ ÔÈÒÏÕÇÈ ÔÈÅ ÃÏÕÒÓÅ ÏÆ ÔÈÉÓ ÐÒÏÊÅÃÔȟ ÉÎÃÌÕÄÉÎÇȡ 

¶ Rule 202 regarding Visible emissions; 
¶ Rule 205 regarding Nuisance; 
¶ Rule 207 regarding Particulate Matter; 
¶ Rule 210 regarding Specific Contaminants including sulfur compounds and combustion 

contaminants; 
¶ Rule 218 regarding Fugitive Dust Emissions; 
¶ Regulation IV- Authority to Construct, and; 
¶ Regulation V- Permit to Operate. 
¶ Regulation X ɀ Landfill Gas 

Source:  Amador Air District, Amador County Planning Department, Amador County General Plan Mitigation Measure 

4.3.  
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Chapter 4. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES 

Would the project: 

Potentially 

Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 

Significant 

Impact with 

Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 

Significant 

Impact 

No Impact 

a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly 

or through habitat modifications, on any 

species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or 

special status species in local or regional plans, 

policies, or regulations, or by the CA Dept. of 

Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service? 

    

b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any 

riparian habitat or other sensitive natural 

community identified in local or regional plans, 

policies, or regulations or by the CA Dept. of 

Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service? 

    

c) Have a substantial adverse effect on federally 

protected wetlands as defined by Section 404 of 

the Clean Water Act (including, but not limited 

to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through 

direct removal, filling, hydrological 

interruption, or other means? 

    

d) Interfere substantially with the movement of 

any native resident or migratory fish or wildlife 

species or with established native resident or 

migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use 

of native wildlife nursery sites? 

    

e) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances 

protecting biological resources, such as a tree 

preservation policy or ordinance? 

    

f) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted 

Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community 

Conservation Plan, or other approved local, 

regional, or state habitat conservation plan? 

    

Discussion/Conclusion/Mitigation:  

A. The Information for Planning and Consultation (IPAC) database provided through the U.S. Fish and Wildlife 

Service was reviewed to determine if any special status animal species or habitats occur on the project site or 

in the project area. The report generated specific to this project site is included as Appendix B. The National 

Marine Fisheries Service Habitat Conservation Map from NOAA did not identify any Habitat Areas of Particular 

Concern (HAPC) nor EFH Protected Areas within the project area. The Marine Fish and Wildlife Bios did not 

identify any State Marine Projected Areas (MPAs) Areas of Special Biological Significance. CDFW Bios does not 

identify  California Essential Habitat Connectivity (CEHC) Ȱ.ÁÔÕÒÁÌ ,ÁÎÄÓÃÁÐÅ "ÌÏÃËÓ ȰÁÒÅÁÓ in the project area 

ÈÏ×ÅÖÅÒ ÔÈÅÒÅ ÁÒÅ ÍÁÐÐÅÄ #%(# Ȱ.ÁÔÕÒÁÌ !ÒÅÁÓ 3ÍÁÌÌȱ ÉÎ ÐÏÒÔÉÏÎÓ ÏÆ ÔÈÅ ÐÒÏÊÅÃÔ ÓÉÔÅȢ 4ÈÅÒÅ ÉÓ ÁÌÓÏ ÍÁÐÐÅÄ 

NSNF Wildlife linkage area in the project site with connectivity rank 4 and CDFW Areas of Conservation 
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%ÍÐÈÁÓÉÓ ɉ!#%Ɋ ÔÅÒÒÅÓÔÒÉÁÌ ÃÏÎÎÅÃÔÉÖÉÔÙ ÒÁÎË ρȡ ȰÌÉÍÉÔÅÄ ÃÏÎÎÅÃÔÉÖÉÔÙ ÏÐÐÏÒÔÕÎÉÔÙȢȱ CDFW IPAC database 

identified  potential habitat area for one (1) endangered species, Ione (including Irish Hill) Buckwheat 

(Eriogonum apricum (including var. prostratum)) as well as six (6) listed threatened species, the California 

Red-legged Frog (Rana draytonii), California Tiger Salamander (Ambystoma californiense), Delta Smelt 

(Hypomesus transpacificus), Valley Elderberry Longhorn Beetle (Desmocerus californicus dimorphus), Vernal 

Pool Fairy Shrimp (Branchinecta lynchi), and Ione Manzanita (Arctostaphylos myrtifolia) the following of which 

have identified final critical habitats according to the Federal Register: r. draytonii: March, 2010, a. 

californiense: August, 2005; h. transpacificus: December, 1994; d. californicus dimorphus: August, 1980 : b. 

lynchi: February, 2006; a. myrtifolia.   As the entire project site is determined to be previously disturbed and no 

endangered species were determined to be present in the project site, it is very unlikely that these species 

would be located on the property and thus affected by this project. Though there is a relatively high existing 

level of development of the site, Mitigation Measures BIO -1, BIO-2, BIO-3, and BIO-4 are required in order 

to ensure that impacts are less than significant  with mitigations incorporated. In the case that any of these 

species are found on the project site, the proper authorities shall be notified and all construction and/or 

ground disturbing activity halted so that additional mitigation measures may be prescribed. 

The California Native Plant Society (CNPS) Inventory of Rare and Endangered Plants identified eight (8) plants 

found in Quad 038120c8(3812038, Ione) where the property is located. These plants are shown in Figure 5a, 

below. CNDDB Bios- NLCD Land Cover (2011) identified areas of Herbaceous, Shrub/Scrub, and Developed 

(Open Space, Low, and Medium Intensity) land cover classifications within the project area.  Additionally, 

CNDDB Bios identified additional possible species in the quad where the project is located, referenced by 

Figure 5c. As the proposed project would not significantly impact these species due to the existing levels of site 

disturbance due to the ongoing uses, there is a less than significant  impact  with mitigations incorporated . 

B. Riverine Community: CDFW IPAC and the US Fish and Wildlife National Wetlands mapper identified areas of 

R4SBC (Riverine/Intermitten/Streambed/Seasonally Flooded) areas in the project site.  CA Fish and Wildlife  

may require that the project proponents obtain a 404 Streambed Alteration Permit or other forms of 

permitting  in order to comply with the State Clean Water Act or other State/Federal statutes and regulation. 

Additionally, due to the mapped riverine community within areas proposed for ground disturbance, 

Mitigation Measures BIO -5 and BIO-6 are required to render impacts less than significant with mitigation 

incorporated.   

 

C. Federally Protected Wetlands: The project site includes Freshwater pond areas of PUBHh 

(Palustrine/Unconsolidated Bottom/Permanently Flooded/Diked/Impounded) and PABFx 

(Palustrine/Aquatic Bed/Semipermanently Flooded/Ecavated classifications according to IPAC and the 

National Wetlands Mapper.  Any part of this project which would affect these areas would potentially be 

subject to regulation under Section 404 of the Clean Water Act or other State/Federal statutes, according to 

the US Fish and Wildlife Service (IPAC, BIOS). Mitigation Measures BIO -5 and BIO-6 are required to render 

impacts less than significant with mitigation incorporated.  

 

D. Movement of Fish and Wildlife: The following migratory bird species could have potential habitat areas in the 

project site as identified by the US Fish and Wildife Service (IPAC). *Note* ȰBCCȱ- Birds of Conservation 

Concern, ȰBCRȱ- only listed BCC in Bird Conservation Regions. 
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Figure 4a: Migratory Birds List (IPAC 2020) 

In addition to the abovementioned Migratory Bird species, Delta Smelt (Hypomesus transpacificus ) is an 

anadromous pelagic fish which migrates from the San Joaquin Delta and Suisun Bay estuaries upstream to 

spawn seasonally. There is no mapped habitat for Delta Smelt in the project location. In the event that any of 

the aforementioned species are found within the project site, the proper authorities shall be notified and all 

construction and/or ground disturbing activity halted so that additional mitigation measures may be 

prescribed.  Mitiga tion Measures BIO-1 and BIO-2 required to render impacts less than significant with 

mitigation incorporated.  

E. The proposed project would not conflict with local policies adopted for the protection biological resources.  No 

impact  would occur. 

 

F. Amador County does not have an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan, 

or other approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation plans.  No impact  would result. 

Mitigation Measures:  

BIO-1  Special-Status Species ɀ Animals - Special-status animal species should be avoided to the maximum extent 

practicable.  If complete avoidance is infeasible, project impacts will need to be quantified and mitigation 

developed to reduce the impacts to a less-than-significant level. Mitigation may include preservation and 

enhancement of on and/or off-site populations, transplanting individuals to a preservation area, or other 

actions, subject to the approval of CDFW, USFWS, or CNPS.  

BIO-2 Ground Disturbance Timing for Nesting Birds . To avoid impacts to nesting bird species or birds protected 

under the Migratory Bird Treaty Act, all ground disturbing activities conducted between February 1 and 

September 1 must be preceded by a pre-construction survey for active nests, to be conducted by a qualified 

biologist. This survey should be conducted within two weeks prior to any construction activities. The purpose 

Species Name Common Name Birds of Conservation 
Concern Listed  

Other Conservation List  

Haliaeetus 
leucocephalu s 

Bald Eagle Non-BCC Vulnerable Bald and Golden Eagle Protection 
Act 

Toxostoma redivivum  California Thrasher BCC Rangewide (CON)  
Aechmophorus clarkii  #ÌÁÒËȭÓ 'ÒÅÂÅ BCC Rangewide (CON)  
Geothylpis trichas 
sinuosa 

Common 
Yellowthroat 

BCC-BCR  

Aquila chr ysaetos Golden Eagle Non-BCC Vulnerable Bald and Golden Eagle Protection 
Act 

Carduelis lawrencei  ,Á×ÒÅÎÃÅȭÓ 
Goldfinch 

BCC Rangewide (CON)  

Melanerpes lewis  ,Å×ÉÓȭÓ .ÕÔÃÒÁÃËÅÒ BCC Rangewide (CON)  
Picoides nuttalii  .ÕÔÔÁÌÌȭÓ 

Woodpecker 
BCC-BCR  

Baeoloph ys inornatus  Oak Titmouse BCC Rangewide (CON)  
Selasphorus rufus  Rufous 

Hummingbird 
BCC Rangewide (CON)  

Melospiza melodia  Song Sparrow BCC-BCR  
Pipilo maculatus 
clementae  

Spotted Towhee BCC-BCR  

Agelaius tricolor  Tricolored 
Blackbird 

BCC Rangewide (CON)  

Chamaea fasciata Wrentit  BCC Rangewide (CON)  
Pica nuttalli  Yellow-billed 

Magpie 
BCC Rangewide (CON)  
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of this survey is to determine the presence or absence of nests in an area to be potentially disturbed. If nests 

are found, a buffer depending upon the species and as determined by a qualified biologist in consultation with 

the California Department of Fish and Wildlife and shall be demarcated with bright orange construction 

fencing. Any vegetation clearing should be schedule outside of the avian nesting season (February 1 through 

August 31) or survey should be conducted immediately prior to vegetation removal. If active nests are found, 

vegetation removal should be delayed until the young fledge. No ground disturbing or other construction 

activities shall occur within this buffer until the County-approved biologist has confirmed that 

breeding/nesting is completed and the young have fledged the nest. Nesting bird surveys are not required for 

ground disturbing activities occurring between September 2 and January 31. 

BIO-3  Special-Status Species ɀ Plants- Special-status plant populations should be avoided to the maximum extent 

practicable.  If complete avoidance is infeasible, project impacts will need to be quantified and mitigation 

developed to reduce the impacts to a less-than-significant level. Mitigation may include preservation and 

enhancement of on and/or off-site populations, transplanting individual plants to preservation area, or other 

actions, subject to the approval of CDFW, USFWS, or CNPS.  

BIO-4 Plant Survey - Prior to any construction activity, a biological and/or rare plant survey shall be conducted to 

determine if there are any special-status plants within the project area and which may potentially be 

disturbed. Surveys shall be timed according to the blooming period for the target species, and known 

reference populations will be visited prior to surveys to confirm the species is blooming where known to 

occur.If special-status species are identified, avoidance zones may be established around plant populations to 

clearly demarcate areas for avoidance. Avoidance measures and buffer distances may vary between species, 

and the specific avoidance zone distance will be determined in coordination with the appropriate resource 

agencies. For individual specimens, highly visible temporary construction fencing shall be placed at least 10 

ft. away from the drip line of the plant. No construction activity or grading would be permitted within the 

buffer zone. Where avoidance is infeasible, and the plant subject to removal or potential damage from 

construction, the project applicant shall develop and implement a mitigation plan pursuant to State and 

Federal regulation. The mitigation plan shall provide for no net loss of habitat and shall include, but is not 

limited to, relocation of the affected plants, replanting, and monitoring of relocated and planted specimens.  

BIO-5 Riparian and Wetland Conservation.  Compete avoidance of wetlands is conservatively recommended to 

ensure compliance with wetland laws.  Site development shall implement erosion control plans, and best 

management practices (BMPs) that prevent the discharge of sediment into nearby drainage channels and 

wetlands. To the extent feasible, any intermittent creeks within the project vicinity shall be preserved, with a 

50-foot buffer, limited to construction on either side of the creek. This buffer should be 50 feet in width on 

each side of the creek as measured from the edge of US Army Corps of Engineers jurisdiction. This mitigation 

measure shall not apply where it conflicts with hazardous site remediation required by orders from the 

Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board. If complete avoidance of potential jurisd ictional Waters 

of the U.S. or wetlands is not practicable, a wetland delineation should be prepared and submitted to USACE 

for verification in order to determine the jurisdictional or non-jurisdictional nature of the seasonal wetlands 

and man-made drainage ditch. If jurisdictional areas will be impacted, wetland permits/and or certification 

should be obtained from USACE, CDFW, and the RWQCB prior to placement of any fill (e.g., a culvert, fi ll slope, 

rock) within potential Waters of the U.S. 

 

BIO-6 Grading and Runoff - 3ÉÔÅ ÄÅÖÅÌÏÐÍÅÎÔ ÓÈÁÌÌ ÄÅÍÏÎÓÔÒÁÔÅ ÃÏÍÐÌÉÁÎÃÅ ×ÉÔÈ !ÍÁÄÏÒ #ÏÕÎÔÙȭÓ ÇÒÁÄÉÎÇ 

ordinance. Site development shall demonstrate compliance with National Pollution Discharge Elimination 

System (NPDES) permits administered by the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB).  
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Figure 4b: California Native Plant Society Database Query 
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Figure 4c: US Fish and Wildlife Service, National Wetlands Inventory 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 








































































